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Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/735,378 


Applicatit(s) 

VOUTEET AL 


Examiner 

William C. Doerrier 


Art Unit 

3744 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1 ) William C. Doerrier . (3) . 

(2) Wayne Reinke. applicant's attorney . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 18 January 2067 . 

Type: a)S Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy giveri to: 1)D applicant 2)Q applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)M No. 
If YeS, brief description: . 

Glaim(s) discussed: 1-38 (including cancelled 33.35 and 37) . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Bender . 

Agreement with respect to the clairfis f)D was reached. g)S was not reached. h)D N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet 

(A fuller description, if necessary, ahd a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed wotll'd render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attabhed. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY T(b THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on Attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must.sign this forHn unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Examinees signature, if required 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-413(Rev. 04-03) 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20070118 



Summary df Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview l^lust be tviadcf of Recorcj ( . . ,. . ( ... 

A complete written statement ks to the substance of any face-to-face, vide^o conference, or telephone Interview with regard Id ah application rritlst be made df record in trie 

application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the Interview. 

Title 37 Code df Federal Regulations (CFR) §1.^33 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) : ;r ;: ... !: ■. ... , ... 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with ah exarniner, a complete written statement of the rrasfaris presejited at tjie interview as., 
warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity fdr reply to Office action as spiecified in §§ 1 -1 i 1 , \ .136: (35 U.S.G: 132) 

37 CFR §1.2 Busiriess to be trarlsa'cted in writing. ( .. ( . . . t .. (i .. ... 

All business with the Patent or. Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendbrjce of applicants, pt.trieir attorheysjor agents a|t th& Patent : aricJ , , 
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively oh the written record In the Office. No attention will be paid to 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively dn trie written recbrd in [he Office if thai recdrcl is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. ■.(•,•:,» i .:■ r • : , : 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorriey or agent to make the substance of an interview of r^ord in. trig application, fil| f uriles.s 
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner's' responsibility to see thai t such a 1 record Is' made aria 1 to correct material inaccuracies 
which bear directly on the question of patentability. ( . . . ( . . . , 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held tojiere a matter pf ^|^taHce..Ha1k. been.'discu^ci during trie 
interview by checking the Appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions, regard irig ohly prrcedurejfyafW directed sfplejy to rektricjtibn 
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 81 2.0*1 df the Manual 6T ^te'nt.Examlhj^ Prosecute; oj- pointing 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded tVohrj the interview reformation pr^edijre^ below. Where the 
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Exarhin^rs Amendment, no sepa 1 rite Interview Surrimary Record is required- . 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in. the Hght hand! pbmbrji of the file, a|hd listed pti the 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate df the For-m is divert to the applicant (or attorney dr, agent) at the . .. . ,. 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed. td the aptjucaht'.^. cdVrespoiidehce address 
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the. examiner is not jikely ^efdr'e an Allowance or if dther 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official commuhicatidn. 

t . : 

The Form provides for recordation of the following informatibn: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, othef PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discus'sed .. : : 

- An indication whether an agreement was readhed and if so, a description of the general najtllrje of tnS ,agre'$rri&rit (ma|y be : By . _ 
attachment of a copy of amendments or claim's agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement ats' to allowability is tentative 1 and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. ( . t 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the Interview (if Form is not dm attachment to & slcjried brfice aetibn) 

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record tri^.s^tance of trie interview, of each qase. ll 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Forrh will hot normally be considered a complete a'tfa ^bpefj re|cdr^^l;ibh ,of (he irlterview 
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner td include, ail of the applicable items required below cbrfcerriin^j the 
substance of the interview: 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance bf any interview should ihcliide at least the rolldwihg applicable 1 items: 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or elny demonstratioh cbhdiicted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, „ ... ... .. ( .. ,. 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiher, 

5) a brief identification of me general thrust of the principal arguments presented, to . . ... : . .. ( . . 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A Verbatim or highly detaile.d/ae^nptldn or^the argbrnents not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general datura or thrust .of Me fJhncipai dr^rn|ht^ made| to the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of bdujse, the applicant Fpajr desire' to enipTias ike ahd fully 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner) 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and , 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the' Interview Sumrhary Form completed by 
the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's recbrd of the substah'ce bf an interview*. If the record Is hdl cdmplefe and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable* one month time peridd to correct the record: 

Examiner td Check for Accuracy 

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should serid { a letter setting fbri|» tjiej examinees Version of |he. 
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner sripuld place the iridic'atibhl; Interview Record OK" on the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's ihitials. 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 10/735,378 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The examiner feels that th6 current apparatus claims (1,14) are 
broad enough to be rejected using Bender since claims 1 and 14 are apparatus claims, Bender is seen to show all of 
the claimed structure. This is so because the vagueness of how the simulation occurs and what a "larger bioproduct 
container" might entail. Inserting the specific ratios (width to depth) of the caricelled claims would overcome the clarity 
issues for the apparatus claims and make them allowable. If applicant desired specific relations between parts of the 
new system and parts of a known system, a method of manufacturing the apparatus claim Set will most likely be 
allowable, as Bender , as well as the other art of record, do not mention a relationship to a islice between freezing 
surfaces of a larger system. Claim 27 is allowable as it is a method claim, and the references do not teach the 
"spacing of the opposite surfaces..." limitation . 
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